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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Overall good manuscript, to which a few important changes should be made: 0. Please 

justify the use of patients assessed for LRT, as opposed to listed or actually transplanted, 

given that your LRT cohort consists of patients transplanted.  1. Page 8: definition of 

DM is repeated. 2. Page 9: CTP is not written in full before abbreviations. 3. In general, 

there are too many abbreviations over the entire manuscript. About half of these need to 

be removed to allow for easier and more fluid reading. 4. Table 3: Are these LRT patients 

only? Please specify in title. 5. Page 12: Can authors comment on mortality per wait list 

years or a similar term? This might clarify the relationship between PLT/LRT waiting 

list mortality.  6. Page 12: Is presence of ascites really included in the multivariate 

model? There is no multivariate analysis for ascites in Table 2. 7. Page 13: Please include 

the % 5-year survival for recipients of 1 and 2 grafts as well. 8. Page 13: With regards to 

the timing of LRT, it would be interesting to perform a subgroup analysis on the early 

LRT patients to assess both cause of re-transplant and comorbidities/MELD scores here.  
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9. Are long-term and 1-year survival used interchangeably throughout the manuscript? 

This must be clarified. If not, long-term survival must be defined. 10. When discussing 

"post-transplant patient and graft survival" throughout the manuscript, please specify 

clearly if these are LRT patients.  11. Page 13: "MELD/UKELD scores are nor associated 

with long term patient survival". What about MELD >18? 12. How were the fixed 

variables in the multivariate models chosen? 13. Discussion: Authors should comment 

further on the young age of LRT vs. PLT patients.  14. Discussion: Again, please specify 

what long term post-LRT survival is defined as.  15. Page 16, second paragraph: New 

data is being presented here that belongs in the results section. 16. Page 17, first 

paragraph: Please comment on MELD scores as well as UKELD in WL mortality, 

especially since MELD cutoff at 18 is mentioned in the conclusion paragraph.  17. 

Inotrope use: this data is not presented in the results, nor is it in table 3. 
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

1. The discussion section needs to be more concise 2. The abstract can clearly specify the 

potential unfavourable impact of high CCI scores on survival- instead of "CCI was 

associated with WL and post-LRT survival'. 3. In the co-morbidities section- The criteria 

for diagnosing DM has been mentioned twice in the description. This needs to be 

corrected. To make this section more readable and easy to comprehend, the authors 

could perhaps display the criteria in tabular form with a reference in the text alluding to 

this table. 4. Early LRT patients need to be discussed in more detail and ideally this 

would benefit from a sub-group/separate analysis. This is because, the co-morbidity 

issues might have a potentially less severe implication as chronicity is a factor. This is 

also helpful in eliminating potential bias 5. There are minor spelling/grammar issues, 

which would also need to be addressed. 
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